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Re: CEQA Improvenienl Advisory group
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[appreciate the opportunily you have provided me to parlicipate as a member of the CEQA.
[Improvement Advisory Group (“Advisory Group”). [ look forward to listening to the views ol
the other invited members, who may have different viewpoints and experiences from my own.

Dear Scerctary Chrt:

You asked for a brief response to the following question: “What improvements could be made (o
CLOQA 10 encourage efficient land-use patterns 0 the developmenlt of housing and infrastructure
while protecting valuable habitat and productive farmland?”

Recent discussions about the Califorma Environmental Quality Act’s impact on the development
ot housing and frastruetire have alrcady ereated the opportunity for dialogue prior to the
creation of the Advisory Group. [ serve on he Board of the Planning and Conservation League
(“PCL") and have been actively involved in the past in working with past Adminisirations and
former members of the California legislatre on suggested and proposed amendments to CEQA.
So through an existing nelwork of orgamzations and individuals, T have been collaborating with
the staft and other dircetors of PCL and with the staff and directors of the Califoruia Leaguc of
Conscrvalion Voters (“CLCVY™) on ways to address some of the eriticisins of CEQA. Prior 1o the
establishment of the Advisory Group, we had very uselul and informalive meetings with key
members of your statf, Undersecretary Karen Scarborough and General Counsel Sandra Tkuta.
As arcsult, PCL and CLCV developed a posilion paper, which they shared with lcaders of the
Silicon Valley Manufacturing Group. Tt is my understanding that PCL, CLCV, and the Silicon
Valley Manufacturing Group have submitled a joint one-page response Lo the question posed in
your leticr of mvitatton. | endorse the coneepts in (hal joint one page letter, as well.

Iwould Like to add the [ollowing observation based on past ettorts to improve CEQA, while
preserving its purpose, which 1s 10 require California public ageneies to consider the
environmental consequences of their discrctiorary actions before those actions are taken. In
order 10 “encourage cfficient Jand-use patterns in the development of housing and infrastruciure”
Jocal governments need up-to-cate Jand use plans. Furthermore, regional and state governmental
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agencies must assist local governments in developing and implementing those up-to-date land
usc plans.

Not oo many years ago Governor Pete Wilson encouraged his Adminisiration to consider ways
to “frontload™ the necessary land use planning intormation in a way that reduced or eliminated
covironmental review under CEQA. The Caliloroia Legislature also responded by enacting
changes to CEQA, which included the aulhorizaton of master environmenlal impact reporls m
order 1o reduce or eliminate subsequent environmental review. T think there is room for more
improvements to CEQA that follow this concept -- that when the information 15 made avatlable
and the environmental conscquences of this inlormuation are evaluated at the carlicst opportunity
in the tand use planning process, this information need not be re-reviewed when the anticipated
housing and infrastructure projects follow. ‘I'hiere arc existing provisions within CEQA that
could be improved.

There are probably many other ways that wili be brought up by other members of the Advisory
Group. 1 look forward to the opportumty to think outside the existing framewaork of laws and
regulations al ways thal can improve the existing statutory framework of Tand nse and
environmental protection laws,

Your very carefully worded letter of invitalion pointed out that CLQA “often carr[ies] the burden
of unforescen conscquences and contentious dynamics.” Indeed, it docs. CEQA is nothing mote
than the messenger who delivers bad news, when all thal we want Lo hear is good news, CEQA
requires public agencies to come forward with information that cxposcs our collective short
comings. Rather than “shoot the messenger,” the challenge 15 to address the information in the
message. California is a stale ol greal richness because ol ils geographical location, 1s
landscape, its natural resources, ils communities, and its pcople. CEQA's informational purpose
is not the antithesis to “encouragefing] efficient land-use patterns in the development of housing
and infragtructure.™  Used appropriately the infornsation about the enviroumental consequences
of our existing land usc palterns can direct a better outcome that proteets California’s richness
and serves the needs of its residents.

Sincerely,

Bill Yeates



